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and Teleology, the object of his Critique, of Judgment.1
In my judgment, as will soon be explained more widely, this would be perfectly right. The whole question is important for the logic of any Vitalism.
From the Critique of Practical Reason some remarks can be added similar to those quoted from the Critique of Pure Reason, not only on the relation of freedom to necessity but also on the possible kinds of necessity. The most important passages for our question are to be found in the " Critical Explanation of the Analytic of Pure Practical Reason." Kant affirms e.g. that the determining reasons for necessity have " psychological and not mechanical causality, i.e. they effect action through representations and not by bodily movements." It would even be possible to speak of a " mechanism of nature " in a quite general sense of a universal necessity of all events, " although this does not mean that things subject to this mechanism would have to be real material machines."
Kant, then, is very far from being a dogmatic " parallelist," or, to speak only of the physical side of the parallelistic doctrine, a phenomenalistic materialist. He leaves much undecided and writes very indefinitely. In the Practical Reason especially the distinction between, and supposed reconciliation of, freedom and necessity is the only thing of importance to him: and similarly the Critique of Judgment has not really a biological-scientific, but a moral end.
1 See also W. Ernst: " Der ZweckbegrifE bei Kant und sein Verhaltnis in den Kategorien," Kantstudien, Erganzungshefte No. 14, 1908.